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| COMES NOW, the Petitioner Matthew Escalante, pursuant Section 3 of 
| the Kansas Constitution, Supreme Court Rule 9.01, K.S.A. 60-801, et 
seq., K.S.A. 60-901, et seq., and K.S.A. 60-1201, and petitions this Court 
for a peremptory writ of mandamus as per K.S.A. 60-802(b) or alternately, 
an Order enjoining Paul W Burmaster, Judge of the District Court from 
maintaining or enforcing the Order of Document 262 in Johnson County 
civil case 18-CV03813 that is titled, “Order Restricting Matthew Escalante's 
Contact With the Court". This order issued on March 20, 2023, in the 
Johnson County Case, of Escalante vs Escalante 18-CV03813. The Petitioner 
shows unto the Kansas ge Ss Court the following Facts justifying relief 
by Writ Issuance to stop the Deprivations of Constitutional Rights that have 
been occurring for now over 11 months. 
JURISDICTION 
1. Juridiction is now proper in this Supreme Court. The Petitioner has 100% 
Exhausted all once potentially viable other options for relief. The Petition 
seeks to file this ExParte Emergency Writ of Mandamus pursuant Rule 9.0 
The Placement of this Petition is Proper as the Kansas Court of Appeals 
directs it this way. On Jan 31, 2024, the Petitioner received a mailer from 
C.D.C of Appellate Court and it stated, /¢ appears that you seek to file a Petiti 
for Writ of Mandamus (See Kan Sup Ct Rule? 01 tor the Permissible 
original actions which can be filed. However, a Mandamus petition may be 
filed only in the Supreme Court. And the Exhibit 2, attached hereto, 
is the Petitioner's civil county case in the Johnson County District Court. 
And the most recent docket entries give the Kansas Supreme Court an 
affirmative that the Petitioner is barred from Entries into his own cases 
in Johnson County as Pro Se litigant. The Chief Judge Charles Droege 
has placed a ‘blanket’ restriction over the Petitioner stating, "NO 
FURTHER FILINGS’ will be accepted. The State Court is no longer 
available for relief what so ever, in an affirmative case record Exhibit 1, 
showing as true. And the Exhibit, direction from Court of Appeals says 
also in support that this Mandamus must not go down to the Kansas 
Court of Appeals or the State Court, it must come to this Kansas Suprem 
Court. And Exhibit J, is the Kansas Federal Judiciary stating in Ieee e 
of Case 2:23-CV02130, on March 3rd 2024 that Petitioners relief is on| 
found in the State Court. And again Exhibit 1, shows that is not possible 


as nothing can be docketed, showing affirmative true. It is proper here | 


PARTIES 


2. The Petitioner, MATTHEW ESCALANTE is the Respondent father of 
Johnson County civil proceeding in 18-CV03813, Escalante v Escalante. 
The ssottthotiel Wai qualified of recent May 2023 of recieving in forma 
pauperis entry in the United States District of Kansas civil courts, in case 
2:23-CV02130. 


. 


3. Respondent PAUL BURMASTER is former presiding judge of the : 
Respondent JANELLE ESC NTE, is the distrjct court petitioner 
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Escalante vy Escalante. 


FACTS THAT AFFIRM RELIEF IS FOUND ONLY IN KSC 


4, Mandamus Original Action in the Kansas Supreme Court Article 3, § 3 of the 
Kansas Constitution confers on this court original jurisdiction in proceedings 
in mandamus. K.S.A. 60-801 defines mandamus as “a proceeding to compel 
some inferior court... to perform a specified duty, which duty results from 
the office, trust, or eificial station of the party to whom the order is directed, 
or from operation of law. Even when mandamus jurisdiction may be facially 
appropriate, mandamus remains an extraordinary per: and determining 
whether to grant this extraordinary remedy is a matter for this court's 
discretion. State v. Becker, 264 Kan, 804, 807, 958 P,2d 627 (1998) 


a. The Petitioner shows the Extraordinary, rare and somewhat tragic 
circumstances that there is no other remedy nor place to go for relief. 
An example next to Exhibit 1, showing the the Johnson County District 
Court is refusing to hold jurisdiction over Petitioners civil cases in that 
right now, there is another Writ of Mandamus on a completcly separate 
matter sitting docketed and stale, expired past Kansas Supreme Court 
Rule 166. Time for Ruling on a Motion. Case 23-CV06700 Escalante 
vs Burmaster is an exparte emergency petition for Writ of Mandamus 
and it was docketed on December 29th, 2023 and it is March 4th 2024. 
Presiding Judge Chief Droege has terminated the 14th Amendment right: 
of petitioner. Petitioner can't be remanded on this issue anywhere 
as all low courts force the Petitioner right back to Kansas Supreme Court. 


5. The Fact of Document 262 that is absolute grounds for immediate relief is that 
the Doc 262(exhibit 1), is without an expiration date entirely as to when the 
filing restrictions are to be lifted. Document 262 in it's current state is set for 
an eternity to deprive the Petitioner of his 14th Amdt right of Access to Courts 
The Petitioner still contends its Fiction but the focus of Mandamus is on the Below: 

6. The fact of Document 262, it's without an Expiration date, & Counter to Prior 

Kansas Supreme Court rulings in State history as to what is acceptable and what 
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IS FUL, IM Lae cys OF LAE CLUULLS NIPNCE NaN JOU, UL Urders Cal INCSLFICL PINES. 
Supreme Court Summary of Authorities (exhibit 2 

was compiled by this Supreme Court and contains Kansas prior rulings 

and caselaw. On its Page 13, and 14, an order such as Document 262 is 
discussed and this Supreme Court has laid provisions in the Summary of 
Authorities for Document 262. On page 13 is this section that reads 


V. Order Stating Findings and Filing Restrictions. 

The court must issue an order that summarizes its fin ne to explain why 
restrictions are justified and that articulates the proposed restrictions the 
litigant must meet to be allowed future filings. Although the court may 
announce the filing restrictions during a hearing, a written ordcr needs to 
state the restrictions. That order must be served on the litigant. Lynn, 26 
Kan. App. 2d at 82 


AN ORDER THAT RESTRICTS FILINGS 

e) the length of time the restrictions will be in place, such as during the time 
a specific case is open or until restrictions are modified by a subsequent 
court order. 


7. Document 262 isan ORDER THAT RESTRICTS FILINGS of the 
Petitioner Matthew Escalante, and the Order 262, is completely countcr to 
section (e) expectations listed in Kan. App. 2d at 82 which is summarized 
in Kansas Supreme Court's Summary Rules of Authorities for Judges to 
Consider Whether to Restrict Filings 


8. A Fair and Impartial Kansas Supreme Court that does not exhibit bias or 
prejudice will then sce that 1) All other remedies for the Petitioner are gone 
to correct the Trial Court Error that Doc 262 shows with no date. 2) This 
venue then is very proper because all others are closed in affirmative statements 
showing, and docket notations and/or orders, that all point back to Rule 
9.01, this Original Action of Mandamus only can be here with all facts, And a 
relief is definitely found from the Eternity of Deprivation of 14th Amendment 
rights that Document 262 is stealing. As the Trial Court and Judge of Johnson 
County errored largely, And the Respondent refuses to see his Trial Court 
error and has left Doc 262 unconstitutional and out of line with Kansas 
Supreme Court and Court of Appeals prior rulings. The Constitution of 
Kansas and the Bill of Rights that provide the Petitioner with immunities 
from Deprivations of 14th Amendment Rights from such a Large Trial Court 
Error it must please be fixed, please, The Trial Court has Denied Entry of Notic: 
of Appeal of Document 262, on so many times it was sent to the JoCo court 
and never docketed. This keeps him hostage to the deprivations of doc 262. 
Writ of Mandamus is the extraordinary relief for this Extraordinary circumstan 
», Petitioner respectfully informing Most Honorable Kansas Supreme Court Justice 
Marla Luckert, that the Respondent Family Court Judge and Doc 262, and many 
other topics were contained in Ethics Dockets Numbers, 2879, 2902, 2921, 2929 
2929, 2941, 2948, 2956, 2972, 2973, 2983, 2987, 2988, 2989, 2990, 2995, 2996, 2997, 
2998, 2999, 3000, 3001, 3002, 3003, 3004, 3005,3040, 3041, 3042, 3043, 3044, 3045,3046, 
3047, 3048, 3049, 3050, 3051, 3052, 3053, 3054, 3055, 3056,3125, 3124, 3125,3127, 3128 
3129, 3130, 3131,3132, 3135, 3136..., And a few more in that lincup. Those all given by 
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Kansas Commission of Judicial Conduct and no action taken. This is a visible public interest concern 
now and it is largely being spoke of in the State and with media, as that is a family court judge over 
Children, the Respondent, And those dockets compromise of a huge portion that the Commission 
will see for 12 mo period, I'm respectfully letting u know, the state's sees a potential problem with 
Comm. there. RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, the petitioner begs and prays review of the Facts of this. 
Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandantus: And that it is seen the Petitioner 
has a CLEAR RIGHT to have any order, as Doc 262, that is not in-line with 
prior Kansas Rulings on what is acceptable for it, to be asked to be vacated by 
Mandamus Order. And that the Kansas Supreme Court now has the CLEAR 
DUTY to offer that relief as the Trial Court has refused to correct the crror, 
and Petitioner cannot enter the Court of Appeals without ability to docket a 
notice of appeal in Johnson County, as the hief indicates NO FURTHER 
FILING conditions are now placed over Petitioner, And even if he could find 
a way, the Court of Appeals in the attached has stated that they would refer 
to the Kansas Supreme Court. Petitioner shows the following relief is with 
merit to ask: 
(a) A Writ of Mandamus directing the Johnson County District Court 
Honorable Paul W. Burmaster to comply with his clearly defined 
duties as fair and just trial judge, and vacate his Order Document 262 
as it counters prior Kansas Caselaw of Orders Restricting Filings. 


(b) In the Alternative, An Order declaring the Trial Court Judge refusal 
correct an non-compliant Document 262 that is countering the 
provisions set in Kan. App. 2d at 82 


{c) In the other alternative, a writ of mandamus directing Chief Judge 
Charles Droege to comply with his subordinates clearly defined duties, 
as Honorable Burmaster was Suspended from presiding over the 
Petitioners civil cases on November 16, 2023 by Chief Judge. And 
the Writ to direct Hon, Droege to vacate the Doc 262 that is depriving. 


(d) Seeks further relief as this Court deems just and proper attributable 
to Respondent's refusal to perform his specific duties and issuing 
orders consistent with high court rulings. 


Respectfully Submitted on the 4th Day of March, 2024 
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Matthew Escalante 
JS33 Hem loc le SF 
Gardner KC & £030 
Pf, pre T13 286 2250 
hay NA 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF KANSAS _ ) 
) 
COUNTY OF ) 
JOHNSON ) SS. 


I, Matthew Escalante, being of lawful age and being duly sworn upon his 
oath, as follows That I am the Petition of Writ of Mandamus, also the 
Respondent of JOCO 18-CV03813, that " 

I am authorized to file this Petition, and that I have read the above and 
foregoing Petition, and that the statements and facts contained herein 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief 


FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT. 


ie 


Mithew Zs cale n be 


NOTARY PUBLIC - State 
co 


af Kansas 
wt MARCIA SPRINGER 
ESTER rey cpe bp. S23 /2 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me, the undersigned Notary Public 
in and for the State of Kansas, on this Sth day of March 2024. 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing was 
served upon Paul W Burmaster, Judge of the 10th District, and Janelle 
Escalante by means of First Class Certified Mail respectively on this Sth 

day of March, 2023and to the following addresses: 


' Judge Paul William Burmaster 


Johnson County Courthouse Div 14 
150 W Santa Fe St 


lathe, KS 66061 
Olathe Matthew Escalante 


Janelle Escalante c/o Pro Se Litigant 
Attorney Christopher T Wilson 

8645 College Blvd Suite 250 

Overland Park 66210 
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IN ‘THE DISFRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


EXHI 


In the Matter of: 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, 


Petitioner, 
Case No. 18C¥3813 


and 
Division No. 14 


MATFHEW ESCALANTE, 
Respondent. 


eee ee ee” 


ORDER RESTRICTING 


eee nae 


WITH SHE COURT 

1. Matthew Escalante, has demonstrated a persistent practi 2 of contacting various Court 
personnel in various departments of the Yenth Judiciat District, and Johnsc.n County agencies and 
officiats, in his quest to seek procedural assistance and/or relief in cases, t 2th percing and closed, in 
this judicial district. 

a: Mr. Escalante has ongaing issues regarding parenting time and child suppert in case 
18CV3813, assigned to Division 14 and the Hearing Officer respectively. However, his pattern of 
behavior extends as well to a closed case in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, 3 P-otection From Stalking case -- 
22C¥3391, a closed criminal case in the Jonnson County District Court ~ 220V1086, and various other 
matters which may of may not be connected to any actual case. 


i. Mr. Escalante has repeatedty engaged various personne} ii: the Self-Help Center of the 
District Court and the Clerk of the District Court's office for the Tenth Judicial District through emails, 
telephone calls, and in-person contact. He has made repeated inquiries a id requests for assistance and 
requests for documents unrelated to or tangentially related to and/or bey. nd the scope of 18CV3813, 


18DV1086, 22CV3391, and other matters. 


4, tir. Escalante kas incessantly emailed correspondence to ‘ne Helo Center, the Clerk's 


office staff, and to various adrvnistrative assistants for the divisions of the District Court In which his 


cases are or have been previously assigned. 

5. Mr. Escalante bas extended his on-going requests and den ands for action to Division 14 
and other Divisions, the Hearing Officers, the Court Clark's Office, the Self: 1etp Center, the Chief Judge, 
various potice officers, the District Attorney's Office, the Kansas Departme t for Children and Families, 
the Office of the Disciptinary Acministrator, the Kansas Commission on Juc cial Qualifications, the GAL, 


Petitioner's counsel, and others. 


6, Mr, Escalante's pattern of behavicr has become onerous aid harassing ta the 
emplayees of the Tenth ludiclat District Court, requiring the employees ta save repetitive and lengthy 
engagements with him which far outweigh the nature and extent of servic.-s extended to other 
members of the pubic and to litigants in other Court cases and Court busii ess. 


Clork of the Disuict Court, Johnsen County Kansas 
ORHZ23 11:0iam SP 


Fe: In the interests of the expeditious and efficient administra ion of justice, so other 
members of the public may be served, and so employees time and energy are not monopolized by Mr. 
Escalante's practice of repeated requests for information, for meritless filiygs, seeking judicial 
responses, or relief through correspondence to the Court and its staff, the Chief Judge hereby authorizes 
and directs all staff of the Tenth Judicial District to decline further request: by Mr. Escalante for 
assistance in his pending cases or any future cases, 


IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Matthew Escalante is prohibited from initiating any direct 
contact with chambers of the District Court judges and administrative assi tants for such judges, with 
any staff personnel of the Clerk of the District Court or the Self-Help Cente °, any members of Court 
Administration for this judicial district and any member of the Court Servic 2s department, whether by 
email, telephone, or in-person. Any violation of this order will subject Mr. ‘scalante to possible 
sanctions and/or citation in contempt of Court. 


All contact and filing of papers that Mr. Escalante wishes to have filed wit! the Court must be in writing 
and sent to the Court by U.S. Mail, U.P.S., or FedEx. Any specific relief or riatter to be addressed by the 
courts as sought by Mr. Escalante shall be limited to written motions filed any pending active case 
involving Mr. Escalante. Such matters may be addressed only by written motion filed in accordance with 
the Local Rules of the Tenth Judicial District and filed of record in the Cour.'s case file. 


Nothing in this order restricts or is intended to restrict Mi. Escalante’s ability to 
file pleadings or otherwise represent himself in his respective cases. However, 
the requirement now imposed on Mr. Escalante is that ali pleadings must be 
sent to the Court by U.S. Mail, by FedEx, or by U.P.S., for jiling in accordance 
with Kansas Supreme Court Rules and the Local Rules of te Tenth Judicial 
District. 

The court’s mailing address is: 

Clerk of the District Court 

150 West Santa Fe Street 


Olathe, KS 66061 


Dated this 20th day of March, 2023. 


IT 1S SO ORDERED. 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
03/20/23 11:01am SP 


fsf Pani t¥. Barmaster 
District Court Judge 
10 Judicial District 


Johnson County District Caurt - Division 14 


¢ i F SERVICE 


{ serchy certty that ea the 20th day of March, 2023, tserved the above O-der on Matthew Escalante by 
cucesitre = etey thereef in the United States Mail, with first class postage prepald, affixed, and 
maocTessed ti: 


Mamew Essert= 
2C#25 W_oSth Sz 
Levens. 6S EGLO 


Ace sy email te Matthew Escalante at: eskie678@aoi.com 


£fStocey Pennell! 


Administrative Assistant - Div, 24 


Clork of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
(3223 £1:0tam SP 


EXHIBIT 2 


The Appellate Courts 


of Kansas 
Dougtss T. Shins, Chork KANSAS JU SAR CENTER Area Code 788 
Anttany T. Buhaly, Chief Depun: (Terk 30t SW LO Ave. Telephous 296-1229 
Toocha, KS 6612-1507 Fax 206-] 028 


fanuary 31, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock St, 
Gardner, KS 66020 


RE: Faxed Documents 


Mr. Escalante: 


This office received the enclosed document via facsimile transmission from you on 
January 31, 2024 (entitled: Ex Parte Petition for Writ of Procedendo). Please be advised that we 
are unable to file this petition and it is being returned to you. 


After review of the documents, it appears you seck to file a Petition for Writ of 
Mandamus (see Kansas Supreme Court Rule 9.01 forthe permissible orizinat acti i 

STNCEy. ef, a Mandamus petition may he filed only in the Supreme Court, this 
document is captioned in the Court of Appesls. Next, anv petition must include your complete 

‘ aWinalwar 2c ayes. ; ‘tie : © Opposing 

parties by email, the physical address of the marty must also ba provided (see Supreme Court 
Administrative Order 2023-R1-077). Itis e!so unclear whe “District Judge P.W.B.” and “Chief 
tudge C.0." refers to. Compicte names are required, Finally, be advised that we are unable to 
accept a Federal district court order to waiver a docket foe, The Appellate Courts of Kansas are 
state courts and are separate from the federal court systen), You would need an Order of 
indigence fram the Johnson County District Court, or you must provided a notarized poverty 
affidavit with the petition. 
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Sincerely, 


Anthony T. Bukaty 
Chief Deputy Clerk 


Enclosures: Escalante Faxed Petitions 
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EXHIBIT 3 


Summary of Authorities for Judges Considering 
Whether to Restrict Court Filings 


Table of Contents 


Constitutional Right of Access to the Courts .....scssscsenresrscnrrsctssensreararsreceesstsnensnriannececses 1 
Are Filing Restrictions Justified? ......--ec-csessteersenrerrsrsccececenentarneneraracescsatansararsersceaceanannes 1 


A. Civil cases in Kansas courts: Does a pattern of litigation activity justify 
CCSUCICLIONS? ..ccccecececseseseescececeoceseseeesecececeseesesssscsesececneneenersnesstiaarsurarorneseeansasacsaearens 


nm 


Ls Kansas Appellate Courts .....cceeserersrnes 
2 United States District Court for the District of Kamsas....cececersesererceceees 


2 
2 
B. Habeas corpus petitions in Kansas: Are the pleadings repetitious?.....--rssserseee 3 
1, Challenges to confinement under K.S.A. 60-1501. ...essceeeeeeereecrneseeneses 3 
2 Challenging a sentence under K.S.A. 60-1507. 20... -.-cssececeseneeseees 4 


Cc; Miscellancous situations that justify reasonable restrictions to limit activities of 
abusive litigants in a pending CASC....-.cscerersrsesssceseseseesesaseesenseensaescsarsananereteenerseterss 5 


For all filings, consider if exceptional Circumstances CXISt. .......secvecersesesarenrsreseeers 6 


E. What do clerks do with pleadings submitted for filing that do not comply with 
restrictions imposed by a COULt OTdEL? ....rereresreeseieseseserecsecnsssssnassennsnantseesnsonasancasnene 


What Restrictions Can be Imposed? ......ccecessesesesesesssansssesssesesenecssessensessssreeeeserecanieessnes 7 
A Framework of Filing Restrictions approved by the Kansas Court of Appeals. ...... 7 
B Blanket restnctions that prohibit all pre se filings are not permitted. oo. 8 
C: Pleadings that do not meet reasonable filing restrictions may be rejected. ........0. 9 
D Filing restrictions by the US District Court for the District of Kamsas.....0...02..9 
E Restrictions imposed by the US Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit. ............ 10 
Providing Duis Process Protections jas isessasssnsssaniasssesssavneiecarsarencess certasescsesanesiasoacseasreosevsessie ll 
A. IN OSU secs br trerireserwsteszesas reren cium ayes toaeva ta es aoe pom ea eo asses rw ene pes yee Ha Cee 11 
B. deapenr teen ly: fy ies eer eh orseiccccsscannaenmacan eaten tiscadassinesnaaeaks Mecsas an ARaR 12 


Gs Order articulating filing restrictions 


Order Stating Findings and Falimg Restrictions, jsiicsac-c0cc2c:ccccssensstagersssncnsscsesasnsopgeoseaniqsores AZ 


EAB ae oh GE a ee eee ane eee 13 
Nohces Gf Anpenl iccccscncnnncnimnencinnnrniae He ncomimmiomS 13 


VI. 
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Soe aebypeerticiviys: 


}. Vhe bien oan allow A Tiltgant to present oral WeUuMEHtS. Ly, 26 Kan 
Apyp. 2al ae &] Cimprisoned litizans Paruicipated by telephone), , 


2s The court can allow for objections in writin specifi i 
: # by a specific deadline. 
“Landrith 3,732 3d at 175 (litigant given 21 days to file Objections). 
Cc. Order articulating fil ing restrictions. 


After considering any objections by the hitigant, the court must issuc an 


Order Stating Findings and F iling Restrictions. 


The court must issue an order that summarizes its findings to explain why 
restrictions are justified and that articulates the proposed restrictions the litigant must 
meet to be allowed future filings. Although the court may announce the filing restrictions 
during a hearing, a written order needs to state the restrictions. That order must be served 
on the litigant. Lym, 26 Kan. App, 2d at 82. 


An order that restricts filings should discuss the following items: 


(a) factors the court has relied upon to find that the circumstances justify 
imposing filing restrictions on this liti gant, which should include a 
summary of previous cases or filings by this litigant and discuss their 
frequency and abusive nature; 

(b) a list of proposed restrictions that the litigant must comply with to allow 
future filings; 

(c) the scope of restrictions, such as whether restrictions apply to all pleadings 
submitted by a litigant or only those pleadings filed in a specific case 
identified in the order; 


(d) the application process a litigant must follow to request permission to file 
future pleadings and to comply with the filing restrictions; and 


N 


(ce) the length of time the restrictions will be in place, such as during the time 
a specific case is open or until restrictions are modified by a subsequent 
court order, 


Record of Rejected Filings. 
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Case 2:23-cv-02130-TC-TJJ Document 34 Filed 03/04/24 Page1of1 


In the United States District Court 
for the District of Kansas 


Case No. 23-cv-02130-TC-TJJ 


MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, 
Plaintiff 
Vv. 
PAUL W. BURMASTER, 


Defendant 


ORDER 


Final judgment was entered in this case on June 14, 2023. Doc. 32. 
On Match 1, 2024, Escalante filed a motion for relief from that judg- 
ment under Fed. R. Civ. P. 60(b)(1) based on events occurring in a 
state-court matter. Doc. 33. That request is denied because, among 
other things, Rule 60(b) does not give federal courts the power to offer 
relief from orders or judgments entered in a state case. For the forego- 
ing reasons, Doc. 33 is denied. 


It is so ordered. 


Date: March 4, 2024 s/ Toby Crouse 
Toby Crouse 
United States District Judge 


——____> 
——w— 
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Case No 23Dvo0908 Judge cURTIS SAMPLE Division m3 Status 0 
back Mices: “maaan Nut, MATTHEW Mid Name = AARON Suf 
Prob . 
Race/Sex/DOB Win 06/16/81 Ofer Def Alty HARRIS,A Pros FINNEY, 


oe rr ery 


CASE HISTORY (ROA) f] Charges ||| Accounting Il| Calendar ]] Other Gases i 


| Sort by Ascending Order Set by OF ceecbargy Oo ter | Print Friandty 


| (02/14/2024|FILE STAMP 02/14/2024, BOND SURRENDER BY SURETY ee 
—— 27-9 ee eee ———— SSS ee ee 
102/14/2024][FILE STAMP 02/14/2024, BOND FILED aos | 
(02/13/2024|SUR BOND POSTED. $2,500.00, SURETY NAME: SHANE’S AARECORP BONDING 
i COUNT | 21-5924 PLAINTIFF APPEARS BY CARTER,DEFENDANT APPEARS WITH 
{ | AFTORNEY HARRIS,CONTINUED BY DEFENSE DEFENDANT ORDERED TO 
)(02/07/2024 IPERSONALLY APPEAR AT NEXT COURT ITEARING ON ZOOM (CMS)(ZM) 
= eee inn:""7"7_ 4 
‘02/07/2024: SCHED. SCHEDULING CONFERENCE on 03/06/24,01 :30pm,DivM3 ; 
i] FILE STAMP 02/05/2024, DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER CRIMINAL : 
{PROCEDURE 22-3208, MISREPRESENTATION IN COMPLAINT DOC #1 ON PAGE 2 UNDER | 
| WITNESSES’ MADE BY THE DA OFFICE a ; ' 
COUNT 1 21-5924 PLAINTIFF APPEARS BY CARTER,DEFENDANT APPEARS PROSE 
h COMMENT HARRIS DOES NOT APPEAR,CONTINUED BY THE COURT DEFENDANT 
} 01/24/2024 RDERED TO PERSONALLY APPEAR AT NEXT COURT HEARING ON ZOOM (CMS\ZM)_ ! 
(01/24/2024 SCHED. SCHEDULING CONFERENCE on 02/07/24,01:30pm,DivM3 
| OUNT 1 21-5924 PLAINTIFF APPEARS BY CROWLEY.DEFEN DANT APPEARS WITH 
TTORNEY HARRIS,CONTINUED BY DEFENSE DEFENDANT ORDERED TO 
ERSONALLY APPEAR AT NEXT COURT HEARING ON ZOOM (CMS\KZM) 
[12/26/2023] SCHED. SCHEDULING CONFERENCE on 01/24/24,01 30pm, DivM3 
| 12/14/2023/DEFENSE ATTORNEY HARRIS, ALBERT F APPOINTED 


PILE STAMP 12/11/2023, DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR REQUEST FOR INQUISTION UPON 
f| 12/11/2023 DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION PURSUANT KSA 21-3101 
12/1 u2023| 


FILE STAMP 12/11/2023, AMENDED DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR CIIANGE OF VENUE 
UNDER CRIMINAL PROCEDURE KAN.STAT, 22-2616 
. — 
'[12/06/2023||FILE STAMP 12/06/2023, DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO COMPLAINT VIOL PFS 23DV00008 | 
1210672023 |CANCELLED PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE on 12/08/23,02:00pm,DivMI 


Ee — 


ae 


ANCELLED JURY TRIAL on 12/} 1/23,08:30am,DivM1 
FILE STAMP 12/04/23, ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL FILED, MANSKE 


COUNT | 21-5924 PLAINTIFF APPEARS BY FINNEY.DEFENDANT APPEARS WITH 
ATTORNEY MANSKE 


(12/04/2023 [SCIIED. SCHEDULING CONFERENCE on 12/20/23,01:30pm,DivM3 


FILE STAMP 12/04/2023, MOTION TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF US DISTRICT OF 
KANSAS CASES 2:23-CV0247] , 2:23-CV0291, 23-CV02595 & JOHNSON COUNTY CIVIL 
COURT CASES OF 22CV06300 & 22CV003391 


ILE STAMP 12/01/2023, MOTION TO DISMISS CRIMINAL PROCEDURE § 22-3208 
PLAINTIFF'S LACK OF PERSONAL SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION OVER DEFENDANT | 
12/01/2023] AND DEFENDANTS OBJECTION TO AFFIDAVIT 


FILE STAMP 12/01/2023, DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE UNDER 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE KAN STAT. 22-2616 


[12/01/2023 


11/30/2023 


hilps://public.jococourts.org/CrRoa.aspx 


3/5124, 7:00 AM Civil CASE HISTORY (ROA) Syh bi 1@ b 


Johnson County Kansas District Court ug LA sb 


CASENO 23CV06700 ESCALANTE vs. BURMASTER 
Div/Judge 8/CHARLES DROEGE 

Chapter 60 

Nature OTHER WRITS 

Status PENDING 


02/06/2024 FILE STAMP 2/6/2024, PETITIONERS EMERGENCY MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE 
PRESDING CHIEF JUDGE UNDER RULE 2.11 

02/01/2024 FILE STAMP 01/30/24, POVERTY AFFIDAVIT 

01/31/2024 FILE STAMP 01/31/24, ORDER DENYING PETITIONER'S REQUEST TO WAIVE FILING FEE 
FOR THE FILING OF HIS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 

01/31/2024 <******* Bench Notes *********> 
PETITIONER'S REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF THE FILING FEE FOR THE FILING OF HIS 
DISPOSITIVE MOTION IS DENIEDUUDGE: DROEGE) 

01/03/2024 FILE STAMP 1/3/2024, AMENDED EMERGENCY EXPARTE PETIT ION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS & DEMAND FOR IMMEDIATE RELIEF PURSUANT KSA 60-801 

12/29/2023 Judge CHARLES DROEGE assigned to case REASSIGN 

12/29/2023 FILE STAMP 12/29/2023, EMERGENCY EXPARTE PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS & 
DEMAND FOR IMMEDIATE RELIEF PURSUANT KSA 60-801 

12/29/2023 PAID BY MELANIE NEWM AN, Receipted Amount: $196.50 , Credit Card: , Receipt NO: 
23040097 

12/29/2023 Plt Pro Se address: 733 HEMLOCK, GARDNER, KS 66030 

12/29/2023 Judge: RHONDA K MASON Assigned to Case 

12/29/2023 NEW CASE FILED; MATT! [EW ESCALANTE VS PAUL WILL BURMASTER; FILING FEE 
WAIVED 


